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available properly proposed and zoologically unambiguous generic names that happen to be 
junior synonyms of unused names or junior homonyms of unused or invalidly used names. Two 
cases might be considered: 

1. Pan as a generic name for the chimpanzee has been used hundreds of times since its 
introduction into scientific literature by Palmer (1904, Index Gen. Mamm.: 508). The 
International Commission by use of its Plenary Powers can make Pan available as a generic 
name cited from Palmer, 1904, or any other binominal author, by suppression for purposes of 
Priority, of the generic names Theranthropus Brookes, 1828, Chimpansee Voigt, 1831, and 
Anthropopithecus Blainville, 1838. 

2. Panthera, as a generic name for the great cats typified by Felis pardus Linnaeus, has 
been widely but not universally used since the term was mentioned by J.A. Allen (1902, Bull. 
Amer. Mus. nat. Hist., vol. 16: 378) and Palmer (1904, Index Gen. Mamm.: 509). The valid 
generic name Panthera, however, can be dated from Severtzow (1858, Revue et Mag. Zool. (3) 
vol. 1; 386, 387, with type Felis pardus Linnaeus, selected by J.A. Allen, 1919, Bull. Amer. 
Mus. nat. Hist. vol. 41: 337). The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature has 
the authority to make this name available by suppression for purposes of Priority, of the 
unused senior homonym Panthera Hubner, 1823 (a genus of Lepidoptera), and the widely used 
and competing senior synonym, Leo Brehm, 1829. 

Zoologists who feel the need for conservation of Pan as the generic name for the 
chimpanzee, and Panthera as the generic name for the leopard are not obliged to base their 
proposals on Oken’s Lehrbuch because the work was published in 1816. 

Irrespective of the foregoing intimations, | see no need for modification of my stand in 
1949 (J. Mammal., vol. 30: 289) and 1966 (Bull. zool. Nomenci., vol. 23: p. 67). Time has proven 
that the sinking of names stemming from Oken’s Lehrbuch does not lead to instability or 
confusion, and that use of the pertinent valid and available names produces order and 
Stability. 


REPLY TO P. HERSHKOVITZ 


By G.B. Corbet, J.E. Hill, J.M. Ingles and P.H. Napier (British Museum (Natural History), 
Cromwell Road, London SW7 5BD). 


We agree with Dr. Hershkovitz that Oken (1816) is less than satisfactory but, 
nevertheless, it is our opinion that the original proposal offers the most straightforward 
method of retaining Pan and Panthera in the sense in which they are now widely used. Our 
objective in re-submitting the application was to expedite a decision and we urge that the 
International Commission decide as soon as possible between the various views expressed 
since the original submission over 26 years ago. 


COMMENT ON GIRAFFA CAMELOPARDALIS AUSTRALIS RHOADS, 1896. Z.N.(S.) 1942 
(see vol. 31: 171) 


(1) By L.B. Holthuis (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, Netherlands) 


| beg to differ from the Secretary's opinion concerning the status of the name reticulata 
de Winton, 1899, as published in the combination Giraffa camelopardalis reticulata. He says 
that this name “has been protected from the threat presented to its stability by the senior 
homonym Camelopardalis giraffa var. reticulata Weinland, 1863, by the use of the plenary 
powers in Opinion 944...and placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology”, 
implying that by this action the name reticulata de Winton, 1899, is safeguarded against any 
attack made on it. 

I maintain that in Opinion 944 (Bull. zool. Nomenci. 27: 222), the Commission used its 
plenary powers to suppress the species-group name reticulata Weinland, 1863, but certainly 
did not validate the name reticu/ata de Winton, 1899. The fact that the latter name was placed 
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